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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


A Critical Guide to the Second 
Amendment, Part IV 
What Weapons Are Protected? 

By Glenn Harlan Reynolds 

Discussion of the right to keep 
and bear arms seems to lead inevitably 
to questions of whether the existence 
of such a right necessitates the right to 
own, for instance, a howitzer or a 
nuclear weapon. Writers who adhere to 
the Standard Model - that is, to the 
fidelity to the purposes and history of 
the Second Amendment - have arrived 
at fairly convincing answers to such 
questions by drawing on the sources in 
William Van Alstyne's The Second 
Amendment and the Personal Right to 
Arms, Duke L.J, 1254 (1994;. 

The right to keep and bear 
arms is no more absolute than, say, the 
right to free speech. Just as the 
demand "your money or your life" is not 
protected by the First Amendment, so 
the right to arms is not without limits. 
But the right to arms is no more undone 
by this fact than freedom of speech is 
undone by the fact that that right is not 
absolute either. 

Mainstream scholars of the 
Second Amendment draw limits from 
the text and from the purpose of the 
provision. Textually, the language 
"keep and bear arms" is interpreted as 
limiting the arms protected to those that 
an individual can "bear"-that is, carry. 
This fact, together with the fact that the 
right is seen as one pertaining to 
individuals, leaves out large crew- 
served weapons such as howitzers, 
machine guns, nuclear missiles, and so 
on. Presumably individuals (if wealthy 
and eccentric enough) could "keep" 
such weapons, but they could not 
"bear" them (though Switzerland, for 
example, permits individual possession 
of weapons such as howitzers, anti¬ 


aircraft guns and anti-tank weapons.) 
Because one purpose of the right is to 
allow individuals to form up into militia 
units at a moment's notice, the kinds of 
weapons protected are those in general 
military use, or those that, though 
designed for civilians, are substantially 
equivalent to those military weapons. 

Because another purpose is 
the defense of the home, Standard 
Model writers also import common-law 
limitations on the right to arms, as they 
existed at the time of the framing. 
Under the common law, individuals had 
a right to keep and bear arms, but not 
such arms as were inherently a 
menace to neighbors, or that had an 
unavoidable tendency to terrify the 
community. Thus, weapons such as 
machine guns, howitzers, or nuclear 
weapons would not be permitted. Note 
however that the much-vilified "assault 
rifle" would be protected under this 
interpretation-not in spite of its military 
character, but because of it. The 
"recreational and sporting uses" often 
cited by both sides in the contemporary 
gun control debate, on the other hand, 
are not relevant. They are cited by 
those who favor gun control in the 
hopes of not arousing the fears of 
hunters and target shooters, and by 
those who oppose gun control in the 
hopes of mobilizing those same 
groups. But they have nothing to do 
(directly) with the purpose of 
maintaining an armed citizenry. 
Recreation and sport, to the extent they 
are protected at all, are covered only 
penumbrally; the Second Amendment 
is not about sport or recreation. 

Who Has a Right to Keep and 
Bear Arms? 

Despite the claims of some 
prominent gun-lobby spokespersons, 
and of a vast number of radio talk show 


callers, the Standard Model 
interpretation of the Second 
Amendment does not guarantee a right 
to keep and bear arms for everyone. 
The right to arms always extended 
beyond the core membership of the 
militia, encompassing those (like 
women, seamen, clergymen, and those 
beyond the upper age for militia 
service) who could not be called out for 
militia duty. But Standard Model 
scholars tend to stress that in classical 
republican political philosophy, the 
concept of a right to arms was 
inextricably and multifariously tied to 
that of the "virtuous citizen." Free and 
republican institutions were believed to 
be dependent on civic virtu which, in 
turn, depended upon each citizen being 
armed-and, therefore, fearless, self- 
reliant, and upright. Since possession 
of arms was the hallmark of a citizen's 
independence, the ultimate expression 
of civic virtu was his defensive use of 
arms against criminals, oppressive 
officials, and foreign enemies alike. 
One implication of this emphasis on the 
virtuous citizen is that the right to arms 
does not preclude laws disarming the 
unvirtuous (i.e. criminals) or those who, 
like children or the mentally 
unbalanced, are deemed incapable of 
virtue. 

Thus, felons, children, and the 
insane were excluded from the right to 
arms precisely as (and for the same 
reasons) they were excluded from the 
franchise-though some (women for 
example) who lacked the right to vote 
nonetheless possessed the right to 
arms. Nonetheless, the franchise and 
the right to arms were "intimately 
linked" in the minds of the Framers and 
of prior and subsequent republican 
thinkers. 







This means that the right to 
arms does not extend to minors, so that 
the "Gun Free School Zones Act" 
overturned in United States v. Lopez 
does not violate the Second 
Amendment, at least as applied to 
schoolchildren. Nor does the right 
extend to felons or the insane. 
Furthermore, licensing laws, 
background checks, and waiting 
periods - so long as all are reasonable 
and not simply covert efforts at 
restricting the availability of guns to 
those who qualify -- do not violate the 
right, arguments of overzealous gun 
enthusiasts to the contrary 
notwithstanding. After all, the "well 
regulated militia" of which every citizen 
was presumed a part included the 
necessity of showing up occasionally in 
person to prove that one possessed the 
necessary weapons and knew how to 
use them. If that could be required, 
then it is hard to argue that citizens 
cannot be required to fill out a form or 
two. Similarly, laws regulating the 
wearing of arms are generally regarded 
as acceptable under the Standard 
Model, although there is some dispute 
on this subject. The more popular view 
is that the term "keep" refers to owning 
arms that are kept in one's household; 
the term "bear" refers to the bearing of 
arms while actually taking part in militia 
duties. 

Thus, "[t]he amendment's 
language was apparently intended to 
protect the possession of firearms for 
all legitimate purposes, but to 

guarantee the right to carry them 
outside the home only in the course of 
militia service. Outside that context the 
only carrying of firearms which the 

amendment appears to protect is such 
transportation as is implicit in the 
concept of a right to possess-e.g., 
transporting them between the 
purchaser or owner's premises and a 
shooting range, or a gun store or 
gunsmith and so on." (Don B. Kates, 
Jr., Handgun Prohibition and the 

Original Meaning of the Second 
Amendment , 82 Mich. L. Rev. 267 
(1983) 

In this light, whatever the 

asserted benefits of laws that allow 
citizens to carry weapons freely, the 
Standard Model stresses that there is 
no Second Amendment right to do so- 
though there may, of course, be 
Fourteenth Amendment rights not to be 
discriminated against in the granting of 
any such licenses a state may choose 
to permit. 


UN Plots Gun Grab during 
Fourth of July Holiday 

By Bob Confer 

July 4 is the quintessential 
American holiday, a boisterous 
celebration of the independence which 
has made our nation great. 

Our independence could never 
have come about without firearms. Our 
forefathers were liberty-hungry upstarts 
who utilized their marksmanship to 
overthrow an oppressive government. 
These great men later put into law that 
we Americans have an inalienable right 
to bear arms. 

It is a slap in the face that the 
United Nations will be conducting its 
Small Arms Review Conference here, 
on American soil, during the July 4 
holiday. The UN is deciding how to 
disarm common people the world over. 

By doing so, the UN would 
leave militaries and police-states as the 
only armed entities (besides criminals). 
Such regimes murdered nearly 170 
million unarmed people in the last 
century. The only way to prevent such 
tyranny is through gun ownership. 

By focusing on urban murder 
rates, America’s drug culture, and 
Hollywood’s glorification of gun violence, 
the UN is keen on painting America as 
the poster child for firearm reform. 

All Americans should be 
disappointed if not disgusted with what 
the holier-than-thou UN wants to do with 
us and our guns. Our Constitution gave 
us rights that they want to take away. As 
proponents of the One World Order 
mentality, they want to eliminate the 
sovereignty that makes each 
independent nation unique unto itself. 
By striving to take firearms away from 
all, they are taking this mentality to the 
extreme, and ultimately ensuring global 
oppression. 

-- The Tonawanda News 

All the News That Fits 

I recently read the whole A- 
section of the Sunday Baltimore Sun. 
And where are they getting their stories? 
From the Los Angeles Times, the 
Chicago Tribune, and the South Florida 
Sun Sentinel. They're all owned by the 
same company - the Tribune. - Norman 
Solomon, Media Beat columnist 

Warrantless Searches 

By Ed Zohn, Esq. 

In my "never consent to a 
search" admonition I was mostly 
referring to auto searches. I am also 
referring, though, to ANY 
WARRANTLESS request to search 
property, movable or otherwise, for 
firearms. The only caveat is that if the 


police have a search warrant, one 
should always cooperate. 

What needs to be clarified is 
that a domestic violence restraining 
order invariably authorizes search and 
seizure of firearms. This has the same 
effect as a real search warrant and 
should be treated in the same way. One 
should also cooperate with this and call 
a lawyer later. 

The reason we should not 
cooperate with a request for a voluntary, 
warrantless search is simply because 
nothing, I repeat nothing, compels us to 
do so. This is most certainly NOT cop¬ 
bashing. The police in my town are just 
fine, but I still wouldn't agree to a 
warrantless search under any 
circumstances. I have never found a 
good reason to do this. 

The WORST reason to submit 
to a warrantless search is one often 
stated by ostensibly well-meaning cops: 
"What is the problem if you have nothing 
to hide?" That logic is twisted, because 
if the cops think or know that you have 
nothing to hide, why do they want to 
search??? Hmmm. 

Finally, the so-called 

Lautenberg amendment, circa 1996, has 
nothing to do with domestic violence 
firearms seizures. This amendment 
modified the 1968 GCA to include as a 
prohibited person folks who have been 
CONVICTED of a domestic violence 
misdemeanor. This is NOT just a 
restraining order. All other convictions 
engendering prohibited persons' status 
must be felonies. 

It is absolutely true, as you 
say, that we must blame legislatures 
and governors for bad laws. But this 
does not mean that we are obligated to 
submit to police practices for which 
there are no compelling reasons. 

Please pass this along. 

Warrantless Searches, Part 2 

San Francisco - Secret 
documents that allegedly detail the 
surveillance of AT&T Inc. phone and e- 
mail lines under the Bush 
administration's spying program can be 
used in a lawsuit against the telephone 
giant, a federal judge ruled. 

U.S. District Judge Vaughn 
Walker rejected a bid by AT&T to return 
the records given to the privacy 
advocate Electronic Frontier Foundation 
by a former AT&T technician. Walker 
said the records would remain under 
seal until it can be determined whether 
they reveal trade secrets. 

The hearing is the first in a 
lawsuit challenging the administration's 
secretive domestic surveillance 
program. 








without civil authority." Arkin added: "I 
think we call that martial law." 

The danger is that a president 
who even conservatives concede has 
consolidated more power in the White 
House than any administration since 
Lincoln's, and who has little faith in the 
rest of the government will lean more 
heavily on the military than he already 
does. Add to that this administration's 
well-known contempt for dissent, and 
there's a real potential for slipping into a 
full-blown police state. 

-- truthout editorial 

Anything Goes concerning 
War on Drugs, Guns 

The Supreme Court ruled 
Thursday that police armed with a 
warrant can barge into homes and seize 
evidence even if they don't knock, a 
huge government victory that was 
decided by President Bush's new 
justices. 

The 5-4 ruling signals the 
court's conservative shift following the 
departure of moderate Sandra Day 
O'Connor. 

Dissenting justices predicted 
that police will now feel free to ignore 
previous court rulings that officers 
with search warrants must knock and 
announce themselves or run afoul of 
the Constitution's Fourth Amendment 
ban on unreasonable searches. 

Justice Antonin Scalia, writing 
for the majority, said Detroit police 
acknowledge violating that rule when 
they called out their presence at a man's 
door, failed to knock, then went inside 
three seconds to five seconds later. The 
court has endorsed longer waits, of 15 
seconds to 20 seconds. 

"Whether that preliminary 
misstep had occurred or not, the police 
would have executed the warrant they 
had obtained, and would have 
discovered the gun and drugs inside the 
house," Scalia wrote. 

Suppressing evidence is too 
high of a penalty, Scalia said, for errors 
by police in failing to properly announce 
themselves. 

- AP,June 15 

“World’s Funniest Joke” 
Migrates to Jersey 

Five years ago, Prof Richard 
Wiseman, of the University of 
Hertfordshire, did an online experiment 
in which 300,000 people from around 
the world took part in LaughLab, where 
they voted for the best gag. 

The joke runs as follows: Two 
hunters are out in the woods in New 
Jersey when one of them collapses. He 


doesn't seem to be breathing and his 
eyes are glazed. 

The other guy whips out his 
phone and calls the emergency 
services. He gasps 'My friend is dead! 
What can I do?' The operator says: 
'Calm down, I can help. First, let's make 
sure he's dead.' There is a silence, then 
a shot is heard. Back on the phone, the 
guy says 'OK, now what?’ 

The material would have been 
written by Spike Milligan and the script 
reads: 

Michael Bentine: I just came in 
and found him lying on the carpet there. 

Peter Sellers: Oh, is he dead? 

Bentine: I think so. 

Sellers: Hadn't you better make 

sure? 

Bentine: All right. Just a 

minute. 

Sound of two gun shots. 

Bentine: He's dead 

Prof Wiseman said: "I think 
what is interesting here is that a joke 
from the 1950s still works, and how it 
has transformed over time from a cosy 
sitting room to hunters in New Jersey.” 

-- London Telegraph, June 15 

How 'bout Some Legal 
Standards Too? 

US soldiers in Iraq have been 
ordered to take extra training in moral 
and ethical standards. 

The move comes amid 
growing concern over the fallout from 
the alleged massacre of 24 civilians in 
the town of Haditha last November. 

General George Casey - the 
highest-ranking US general in Iraq - 
ordered the training after US troops 
shot dead a pregnant mother and her 
cousin as they travelled to a maternity 
hospital. 

Lieutenant general Peter 
Chiarelli, the commander of 
Multinational Corps Iraq, said the ethics 
training would reinforce the education 
that troops receive before being sent 
into battle. 

It would emphasise 
"professional military values and the 
importance of disciplined, professional 
conduct in combat", he said. 

The New York Times 
yesterday reported that death 
certificates confirmed the contention of 
Iraqi human rights activists that the 
majority of the Haditha dead had been 
killed by execution-style point-blank 
gunshots to the head and chest. 

A comrade of the accused 
marines yesterday told a Seattle 
television station he believed they 
"were just blinded by hate ... and they 
just lost control". 


US marine commandant 
General Michael Hagee warned that 
troops in Iraq were in danger of 
becoming "indifferent to the loss of a 
human life". 

Paul Robinson, a former army 
intelligence officer and an expert on 
military ethics at the University of Hull, 
warned that the effects of formal 
training would be blunted by peer 
pressure, military loyalty, and public 
desire in the US for revenge and 
forceful action. 

"Teaching the individual 
soldiers is not enough," he said. "Moral 
leadership needs to be exerted from on 
high, all the way down the chain of 
command. 

"You will look at the example 
of your leaders. If your leaders give the 
impression that they think Iraqi lives are 
not worth the same as American of 
British lives, and if they order the 
deployment of large amounts of force, 
you'll get the impression that that's how 
you're meant to behave." 

-- Guardian June 1 

Ed.: It seems to us that if the 
U.S. military acted only on the legal 
basis of war - a declaration of war by 
Congress - they could save the country 
a whole lot of misery. The last 
declaration of war was in 1941. But, 
hey, what’s 50,000 dead GIs in Korea, 
55,000 in Vietnam, 2,500 in Iraq to the 
controllers of the world’s mightiest 
military power? 

Mentally Unfit, Forced to Fight 

Once at war, some unstable 
troops are kept on the front lines while 
on potent antidepressants and anti¬ 
anxiety drugs, with little or no counseling 
or medical monitoring. 

And some troops who 
developed post-traumatic stress 
disorder after serving in Iraq are being 
sent back to the war zone, increasing 
the risk to their mental health. 

The suicide rate among troops 
serving in Iraq reached an all-time high 
in 2005 when 22 soldiers killed 
themselves - accounting for nearly one 
in five of all Army non-combat deaths. 

Col. Elspeth Ritchie, the top 
psychiatry expert for the Army surgeon 
general, said that while the Army is 
reviewing the 2005 suicides as a way to 
gauge its mental health efforts, "suicide 
rates go up and down, and we expect 
some variation." 

Ritchie said the mental health 
of troops remains a priority. But she also 
acknowledged that sending service 
members diagnosed with PTSD back 
into combat, have been driven in part by 
a troop shortage. 




"The challenge for us ... is that 
the Army has a mission to fight. And as 
you know, recruiting has been a 
challenge," she said. "And so we have 
to weigh the needs of the Army, the 
needs of the mission, with the soldiers' 
personal needs." 

-- Hartford Courant, May 14 

Mayor, Cops Scorn Gun 
Owners 

New Orleans’ racist mayor Ray 
Nagin, who has said a rebuilt New 
Orleans will be the color “chocolate,” 
conceded in federal court March 15 that 
the NOPD has guns illegally confiscated 
from citizens during hurricane Katrina. 

Yet most who have attempted 
to retrieve their guns have been told city 
officials don’t know where the guns are 
located. 

Whose Side Are They On? 

The National Rifle Association 
announced a two-part initiative to 
ensure that the forcible confiscation of 
lawfully owned firearms—such as 
occurred in the aftermath of Hurricane 
Katrina—never happens again. NRA 
Executive VP Wayne LaPierre noted, 
“When the Second Amendment is only 
as good as your mayor or your police 
chief says it is, the NRA must take 
action.” 

Our nation’s mayors and police 
chiefs will now have a choice—sign this 
pledge and stand with the law-abiding 
citizens in their community, the 
Constitution, and the Second 
Amendment—or abuse the power of 
their positions to erode, rather than 
protect, the freedom of those they serve. 

— NRA press conference May 16 

Gun Grabbers’ Falsehoods 

Anti-gun groups often cite 
Switzerland as an example of a “gun- 
controlled” society, with restrictions on 
the amount of ammunition a person can 
own, on the storage of ammunition (in a 
sealed tin box), with regulations on the 
storage of firearms and the registration 
of all firearms. 

These claims are all false. 

There are no restrictions on the 
amount of ammunition a Swiss citizen or 
reservist may own. Storage of the 
military rifle and other firearms is at the 
discretion of the owner. Nor are there 
such restrictions on privately owned 
firearms. 

The tin of ammo must be kept 
sealed and available for emergency use, 
but all Swiss are free to get other ammo 
and shoot their government-issued rifle 
or any other gun as often as they like. 

-- America’s 1 st Freedom, April 2006 


The Uninvited Guest 

Recently large demonstrations 
have taken place across the country 
protesting the fact that Congress is 
finally addressing the issue of illegal 
immigration. Certain people are angry 
that the U.S. might protect its own 
borders, might make it harder to sneak 
into this country and, once here, to stay 
indefinitely. Let me see if I correctly 
understand the thinking behind these 
protests. 

Let's say I break into your 
house. Let's say that when you discover 
me in your house, you insist that I leave. 
But I say, "I've made all the beds and 
washed the dishes and did the laundry 
and swept the floors; I've done all the 
things you don't like to do. I'm hard¬ 
working and honest (except for when I 
broke into your house)." 

According to the protesters, not 
only must you let me stay, you must add 
me to your family's insurance plan and 
provide other benefits to me and to my 
family (my husband will do your yard 
work because he too is hard-working 
and honest, except for that breaking in 
part). 

If you try to call the police or 
force me out, I will call my friends who 
will picket your house carrying signs that 
proclaim my right to be here. It's only 
fair, after all, because you have a nicer 
house than I do, and I'm just trying to 
better myself. I'm hard-working and 
honest ... Urn, except for the ... Well, 
you know. 

And what a deal it is for me!! I 
live in your house, contributing only a 
fraction of the cost of my keep, and 
there is nothing you can do about it 
without being accused of selfishness, 
prejudice and being anti-housebreaker. 

Did I miss anything? Does this 
sound reasonable to you? If it does, 
grab a sign and go picket something. If 
this sounds insane to you, call your 
senators and enlighten them because 
they are stumbling in the darkness right 
now and really need your help. 
(Unfortunately the Senators won't listen 
to the people and tried to "fix" things in 
their own convoluted way.) 

Commentary: Doesn’t it seem 
strange that almost all of the U.S. 
senators and representatives who voted 
with the illegals, and against America’s 
borders are also staunch OPPOSERS 
OF YOUR RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR 
ARMS? 

There "IS" a correlation! 

You, we, I, had better damn 
well throw these bums out of office at 
the ballot box FAST,- because the NRA, 
without YOU has not been able to stop 
these traitorous self-serving ingrates 


from circumventing your ultimate appeal 
to the cartridge box! 

There "IS" a correlation! 

Without that fear there is 
nothing, "NOTHING" , to check their 
imposition of their personal opinions 
over what is their SWORN DUTY. 

We’re losing this country, and 
losing it FAST. 

It WILL NOT be long until the 
remnants of the restraints on this type of 
UNAMERICAN BEHAVIOR, - posed by 
the Second Amendment - are washed 
over by the TIDE OF GIRLY 
SQUEAMISHNESS, CRIMINAL 

INEPTITUTE, AND TREASON as we 
have seen exhibited of late in 
Washington’s majority’s outright 
REFUSAL TO UPHOLD THEIR OATHS 
OF OFFICE TO "PRESERVE, 
PROTECT, AND DEFEND THE 
CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED 
STATES;” - and that Constitution "IS" 
The United States of America ; - not the 
President, not the Congress, not The 
Supreme Court, not the land mass 
between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans 

- but "The Constitution!" 

The Second Amendment is 
"the" right which protects all the others. 
Without it the rest of the Constitution is 
reduced to, as Charlton Heston put it, 
"Parchment Promises." 

Without an armed population, 
loyal to the Constitution which protects 
them, we AMERICANS are no more 
than any other subjugated people living 
in any of the world's hellholes, and will 
soon regret the time we had to change 

things around and did not. 

* * * 

"How a politician stands on 
the Second Amendment tells you 
how he or she views you as an 
individual.... as a trustworthy and 
productive citizen, or as a part of an 
unruly crowd that needs to be lorded 
over, controlled, supervised, and 
taken care of." 

- Representative Suzanna Gratia 
Hupp 

Beware - the New Goths Are 
Coming 

Rear Admiral Chris Parry, the 
British armed forces’ chief “blue skies” 
thinker and a senior military strategist, 
has warned that western civilisation 
faces a threat on a par with the 
barbarian invasions that destroyed the 
Roman empire. 

Europe, including Britain, could 
be undermined by large immigrant 
groups with little allegiance to their host 
countries — a "reverse colonisation". 
These groups would stay connected to 




their homelands by the internet and 
cheap flights. 

Parry, head of the 
development, concepts and doctrine 
centre at the Ministry of Defence, is 
charged with identifying the greatest 
challenges that will frame national 
security policy in the future. 

If a security breakdown 
occurred, he said, it was likely to be 
brought on by environmental destruction 
and a population boom, coupled with 
technology and radical Islam. The result 
for Britain and Europe, Parry warned, 
could be "like the 5th century Roman 
empire facing the Goths and the 
Vandals". 

"Globalisation makes 

assimilation seem redundant and old- 
fashioned . . . [the process] acts as a 
sort of reverse colonisation, where 
groups of people are self-contained, 
going back and forth between their 
countries, exploiting sophisticated 
networks and using instant 
communication on phones and the 
internet." 

Third World instability would 
lick at the edges of the West as pirates 
attacked holidaymakers from fast boats. 
"At some time in the next 10 years it 
may not be safe to sail a yacht between 
Gibraltar and Malta," said the admiral. 

Parry, 52, an Oxford graduate 
who was mentioned in dispatches in the 
Falklands war, is not claiming all the 
threats will come to fruition. He is 
warning, however, of what is likely to 
happen if dangers are not addressed by 
politicians. 

Ancient Rome has been a 
subject of serious public discussion this 
year. Boris Johnson, the Conservative 
MP, produced a book and television 
series drawing parallels between the 
European Union and the Roman empire. 

Parry, based in Shrivenham, 
Wiltshire, presented his vision at the 
Royal United Services Institute in 
London. He identified the most 
dangerous flashpoints - Africa, most of 
the Middle East and central Asia; a strip 
from Nepal to Indonesia; and perhaps 
eastern China - the regions most 
threatened by factors such as 
agricultural decline, booming youth 


populations, water shortages, rising sea 
levels and radical Islam. 

He pinpoints 2012 to 2018 as 
the time when the current global power 
structure is likely to crumble. Rising 
nations such as China, India, Brazil and 
Iran will challenge America’s sole 
superpower status. 

This will come as "irregular 
activity" such as terrorism, organised 
crime and mercenaries burgeon in 
lawless areas. 

The effects will be magnified as 
borders become more porous and some 
areas sink beyond effective government 
control. 

By 2035 some 68% of the 
world population will be urban, with 
some giant metropolises becoming 
ungovernable. He warns that Mexico 
City could be an example. 

"When you combine the lower 
prospects for communal life with macho 
youth and economic deprivation you 
tend to get trouble, typified by gangs 
and organised criminal activity," said 
Parry. "When one thinks of 20,000 so- 
called jihadists currently fly-papered in 
Iraq, one shudders to think where they 
might go next." 

The subsequent mass 
population movements, Parry argues, 
could lead to the "Rome scenario". The 
western Roman empire collapsed in the 
4th and 5th centuries as groups such as 
Ostrogoths, Visigoths, Suevi, Huns and 
Vandals surged over its borders. The 
process culminated in the sack of Rome 
in 455 by the Alans and Vandals, in an 
invasion from north Africa. 

Parry believes large groups 
that become established in Britain and 
Europe after mass migration may 
develop "communities of interest" with 
unstable or anti-western regions. 

-- Sunday Times, June 11 


“Goth” Watch on the Border 

President George W. Bush 
plans to send 6,000 National 
Guardsmen to the U.S.- Mexican border 
to prevent illegals from entering the 
country. The unarmed Guardsmen will 
be in rear observation areas. Their tour 
of duty will last two weeks. 


Lawyer, Lawyer 

* A man is innocent until 
proven broke. Take a lawyer out to 
lynch. 

* When you sue a lawyer, the 
pro se litigant’s testimony is deemed not 
to be true. The court believes only 
lawyers are truthful. 

* Vice President Cheney did 
his part - he shot a lawyer. 

— Americans for Legal Reform 

Letters to the Editor 

Hi, 

I am glad to see a New Jersey 
militia formed. I'd looked on the militia 
page but their was no mention of a New 
Jersey Militia, I don't own a gun yet but 
would like to help out ...can I join? 

Kathy Camarata 

Addiction is sabotage of the soul, the 
very essence of Creation. 

Ed.: you gotta love them “law” 
enforcement provocateurs! Wouldn’t 
they just love to catch us transferring a 
gun to psycho “Kathy” so she could 

“help out”! 

* * * 

Editor, 

Please enter onto our rolls the 
fine upstanding Militia Man Mr. AA from 
BB, Virginia. Enclosed please find the 
Princely sum of $10.00 to defray 
expenses of such an outstanding 
publication as the one and only New 
Jersey Militia Newsletter. 

Thanks, 

CC 

DD, New Jersey 

Ed.: You new readers out 

there must be wondering what’s with all 
the initials! With friends like Kathy trying 
their best to help the militia we’ll try our 
best to help protect our friends’ identity. 

- it’s as simple as A, B, E! 

* * * 

I’m darn near stone broke. 
Please keep me on the mailing list. I’ll 
send some stamps when I can. 

Thank you! 

EE 

USN -’66-73 
Texas prisoner 
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